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PER CURIAM:  James Harris appeals his conviction for unlawful carrying of a 
pistol and appeals the sentence for his conviction for failing to stop for a blue light.  



 

 

 

 

We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities:  State 
v. Brandt, 393 S.C. 526, 542, 713 S.E.2d 591, 599 (2011) (stating a directed 
verdict is properly denied when there is any evidence, direct or substantial 
circumstantial, that reasonably tends to prove the defendant's guilt); id. (providing 
when reviewing a denial of a directed verdict, "an appellate court views the 
evidence and all reasonable inferences in the light most favorable to the State"); 
State v. Cherry, 361 S.C. 588, 594, 606 S.E.2d 475, 478 (2004) (indicating a trial 
court should not refuse to direct a verdict "when the evidence merely raises a 
suspicion that the accused is guilty," but "a trial judge is not required to find that 
the evidence infers guilt to the exclusion of any other reasonable hypothesis") 
(citations omitted); State v. Zulfer, 345 S.C. 258, 262-63, 547 S.E.2d 885, 887 (Ct. 
App. 2001) (holding when the plain language of a statute provides for the 
enhancement of the offense based on a prior conviction and the language does not 
limit the prior conviction to one in South Carolina, consideration of the out-of-state 
conviction is appropriate). 

AFFIRMED. 

HUFF, SHORT, and KONDUROS, JJ., concur. 


